Vivaranam                 343

Objection s Then the subject matter ofths sastra
itself-viz., Brahmatmaikatva-3 this itself is 'anartha nivri"
tti\ As such the destruction of evil need not be taken as
the 'pray oj ana'.

Reply : But in ^tattvam asP we do not find the ^ana-
rtha nivrittF as being the subject-matter.

Objection ; This sentence might not give that mea-
ning. But read along with others in that context, that me-
aning would come out.   In all the vedantic passages, the
nature of Brahman is spoken of as that of the self. In so
doing the anartha' is prespupposed to be overpowering
the self. The plain meaning of the sentence refers to the
realizing of something positive.   Yet Brahman that is
propounded is the Brahman who is free from ^anartha'.
As such 'anartha* nivritti' too is the subject-matter.

iRepSy : The esntence is not there to expound the
nature or meaning of Brahman, but it is there only to ex-
pound the identity of the self with Brahman.

Objection : This is not so. ^The text begins with
^sad eva somya9 and ends with 'tat satyam sa ^atma'. Here
we find that the passage rejects 'sa prapancatva' and pro-
claims the ^nishpraparcatva'of Brahman.  This Brahmam
is the meaning of the word 'tat' in the sentence 'tattvam
asi\ Since Brahman is transcendental, the passage first
explains the meaning of Brahman; and then at the end it
declares that such a Brahman is identical with the self.

Reply : The ^nishprapancatva (non-transmigration)
of Brahman is the subject matter.  How can this subject

matter be thejsame as the dispelling of the 'anartha' which
is there for the self.